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) ENFORCEMENT PRIORITY 
) 

1 CASE CLOSURES UNDER 

The cases listed below have been evaluated under the Enforcement 

Priority System JEPS) and identiiied as of low priority. This report is submitted 

to recommend that the Commission no Ionger pursue these cases for the reasons 

noted below. 

Cases Not Warranting Further Action ~e~~~~~~ to Other Cases Pending 
Before the Commission 

E E  was created to identify pending cases that, due to the issues raised in 

the matters relative to others presently pending before the Commission, do not 

warrant further expenditure of resou.xces. As part of this process, Central 

Enforcement Docket (CED) evaluates each incoming matter using Commission- 

approved criteria which resu.lts in a numerical rating lor each case. 

Closing these cases permits the Commission to focus its limited resources 

cases on more important cases presently pending before it. Currently, 



Jo not warrant turthcr action relative io other pending matters.' IiicluJeit in this 

Ofike's recornmenciation for cir/su;e arc two cases that were held at the direction 

of the Conirni.ssion on July 28, l W 9 . ~  Factual summaries of the cast's, E E  

ratings, and factors ieading to assignment of a low priority and recommendation 

not to further pursue the matters are attached to this report. 

'This Office recommends that the Coinniission exercise its prosecutorial 

discretion and close the cases listed below effective two weeks from the dav th.at 

the Commission votes on the recommendations. Closing these cases as of this 

date will allow CED and the Legal Review Team the necessary time to prepare 

ciosing letters and case files for the public record. 

2 With regard to MUR 4896 (Subz;rbmz 0 ' f - h ~  Commissimz), the Cominission voted to "[mjaintain 
M U R  4896 o n  the enforcement dock.et at this time pending review of the policy regarding cases 
which appear to merit no reasoil to believe determinations." On January 13,2000, the 
Commission voted to resolved this issue. 

!n MUR 4894 (Zack Exley), the Commission voted to "[mjnhtain MUR 4894 on the enforcement 
docket a t  this time pending a discussion, wikhin another context, of how the Comniission should 
address Ihe use of internet sites." On November 10, the Commission issued A 0  1999-17 that 
discusses the use of internet sites. Consequently, the General Counsel's Office has included both 
h.!URs 4896 and 1894 in this report. 
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PM 364 
PM 386 

8. Take 110 action, close the liIc effective two weeks from the date of the 
Commission vote, and appmve the appropriate letters in: 

MUR 4782 
M U R  4869 
MUR 4896 

MUR -11787 
M U R  4875 

MUR 4812 
MUR 4894 
MUR 4911 

Lawrence M. Noble 
General Counsel 



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
Washington, DC 20465 

AGENDA ~~~U~~~~ NO. xoo-15 
-__1_1_1 MEMORAWBUM 

TO: Lawrence PA. Noble ,-- 
Gene~af Counsel 

FROM Mary w. Dove/Llsa R. Daw 
Acting Commission Secret 

BATE: Februaw 10.2000 

SUBJECT: Closing Report. 

The above-captioned document was circulated to the Commission 

Objection(s) have been receiver! ffom the Camrnissioner(s) as 

indicated by the name(s) checked below: 

Commissioner EEliott - X X X  

Commissioner Mason 

Commissioner McDonald - 
Commissioner Sandstsom u_ XXX 

Commissioner Wold - 
This matter will be giaced on the meeting agenda for 

msceav, Febrrnaw 45.200g9. 

Please notify us who will represent your Divisicn before the Commission on this 
matter. 


